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REMARKS 

Claim Status 

Claims 1-20 are pending in the present application. No additional claims fee is 
believed to be due. 

Clauna 1. 14, and 17, !». Urn amandad to teeitc f,^" JL^'foun. 
paraffln wax having about 16 to SO caAon atoms." Support for the antandman. .a found 
at page 14 lines 6-7 of the specification. 

Claims 10 and 20, have been amended to be consistent with the amendments to 
their respective independent claims. 

It b ballad tbaaa ch» g as do no. involve any introduction of naw 
Conaacuantly, enn, of th«a ahnngaa U baliavad • b« in orda, and .a raspacdully 
requested. 



- — fjlftlfi) T — n fTTS6.S62.80?>!!! view of Bloom et 

«1 fHS 5.614.1781 



Rejection 

Claims 1-5 and 7-13 have been rejected under 35 USC §10300 I as being 
unpatentable over Johansson (US 6,562,802) in view of Bloom et al. (US 5,614 W 
This rejection is traversed because the cited references do not establish a prune facte case 
of obviousness because they do not teach or suggest all of the claim hmttahons of Chims 
1 .5 and 7-13. Therefore, the claimed invention is unobvious and that the rejection should 
be withdrawn. 

Johansson does not teach or suggest all of the claim limitations of independent 
Claim 1 and, therefore, does not establish a prima facie case of obviousness (see MPEP 
2143 03) Specifically, the Office Action failed to point out where in Johansson is found 
a teaching that the ffilsasS C ™mo S ition is semi-solid v r solid at 7,0 degrees C as clauned 
in Claim t. 

Applicants submit that Johansson fails to teach the recited claim limitation that the 
release composition is semi-solid or solid at 20 degrees C. However, to even more 
clearly differentiate the invention over Johansson, and to advance prosecution of the 
application, Applicants have amended Claim 1 to include that the barrier protectant ,s "a 
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— « • 15 ~" m 1 " , ° ia " of J " is 

not a paraffin wax. 

not teach, disclose or suggest a barrier protectant that is para 
to 15 carbon atoms." 

dements Applicants respectfully submit the Office Action has failed to make out npnma 
Z Z ^ZLl for Claim 1 and its dependent claims Therefore, Applicants 
request the rejection be withdrawn and Claims 1-5 and 7-13 be allowed. 



' „ r . . ^ 1c ahovn „nd further )n view of EP 297,828 

Claims 1-5 and 7-13 have been rejected under 35 USC §l03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Johansson (US 6,562,802) in view of Bloom et al. (US 5.614,178) as 

Ed references do not establish a prima facie case of obviousness because they do not 
teach or suggest all of the claim limitations of amended Claims 14 and 17. Therefore, 
the claimed invention is unobvious and that the rejection should be withdrawn. 

Johansson does not teach or suggest all of the claim limitations of independent 
Claims 14 and 17, and therefore, does not establish a prima facie case of obviousness (see 
MPEP 2143.03). Specifically, the Office Action failed to point out where in Johansson is 
found a teaching that fee release CQmpositieB is semi-solid or solid flt 20 degrees C, as 
claimed in Claims 14 and 17. 

Applicants submit that Johansson fails to teach the recited claim limitation that the 
release composition is semi-solid or solid at 20 degrees C. However, to even more 
clearly differentiate the invention over Johansson, and to advance prosecution of the 
application, Applicants have amended Claim 1 to include that the barrier protectant is a 
pamffin wax having about 16 to 15 carbon atoms." The "paraffin liquid" of Johansson is 
not a paraffin wax. 
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corner no. 27752 deficiency of Johansson. Bloom does 

™ addition of ^XZZZZ that is "a paraffin wax having about 1 6 
not teach, disclose or suggest a barrier protect 

to 15 carbon atoms." 

f BP '828 fails to remedy the deficiency of Johansson and Bloom. 
The addition of EP 828 tans w w» , paraffin wax 

. j. i„_ nr sucaest a bamer protectant that is a 
EP '828 does not teach, disclose or suggest 

having about 16 to 15 carbon atoms." 

. ftlv lMM th e cited references fail to teach every element of the 

Accordingly bec^se * ^ ^ {qj ^ tQ ^ my 

.lainred invent of CUims M and 17 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

SW8geStl ° n Appuc^slpectfuUy submit the Office Action has Med to 

Z^XX^*^*- — 14 - v* 1 ^ Apphcams 

^ the rejection be withdrawn and Claims 14 and 1 7 be allowed. 

^ TJjiai in vinw of 1 «»V (ITS 4,518,2831 

Clahns 14, 16, 17, 19 and 20 have been rented under 35 « 

„ . , „, n ]c /; 07 8481 in view of Johansson (US 6,562,802) in 

L clam, limitations of Claims 14 and 17, o, their respeottve dependent Ratals. 
ZJZ iTd—d invention i, nnobvioos and ft. ntjechon shoold be w,mdrawn. 

Applicants agree wim *. Office Action rh», Hoard fails to explicMy teach £ 
claimed tav endon. However, it U no. only mat Hoard fails » explum.lv teach me 
cwld mvloo, Huarf fails to teach anything aboo, me oteimed — . A. be* 
^discloses a listing of i»gmdie».s of varices types and categories. Ooly or htnfc tf* 
one reeonsriuc. ftotn Hoard any semblance of the claimed tnvenhon, »donl» m 
hindrigh. woold one have any Knowledge of which choices to mat. to aohtev * 
S invenrion. Therefore, it is omy with impossible hindsrgh. analys-s that one 
might be motivated ro modify Huang ar all. 

Regardless of one's motivation to modify Hoang, one woold not be motivated to 
taV e me claimed invention, because, as shown above -ohan^on does no. teach or 
soeaest afl of the claim limitations of independent Claim 14, 16, 17, 19 ana 20. 
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c ^:::Zo m ^ * hu^ and not . « 

of obviousness (see MPEP 2143.03). 

_ . _ . , ljme faUs to remedy the deficiencies of Huatd and Johansson. 
The addition of Lang taus to rem y Johansson 
•^w teaches various combinations of ingredients, but Wee tiuara an 

Lang simply teacnes va«u» v ... u rme of ordinary stall in the 

tos no, — - «-«- ^ L^ttTL — 

art would have no direction from any or me cuw 
combination. 

its r - 

SEES, i — * — « r *■ 0ffiM :rJT m «lC 

" TJol in^en* in *. Sep,** «fc— «. S h» of*, - 
a finding of obviousness. 

Accordingly, because the cited references fail to provide 
motivation to modify or combine references to achieve the churned invention, Apphcan* 
r^ectfUUy submit the Office Action has failed to make out a pnm* case , of 
TULnl for Claims 14, 16, 17, 1 9 and 20. Therefore, Applicants request the rejection 
be withdrawn and Claims 14, 16, 17, 19 and 20 be allowed. 



nimble Patenting 

Applicants submit that they will timely file any necessary terminal disclaimers 
upon the indication of allowable subject matter. 

Conclusion 

In light of the above remarks, it is requested that the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw the rejections. Early and favorable action in the case is respectfully requested. 
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Office Action of Novemoer „ w 

No. 27752 . ^ application m proper form 

This respond represents an earnest effort to place p ^ ^ rf 

and to distin*iish the invention as now ^ amCTldmerit s presented 

the foregoing, reconsideration of this applicanon, entry ol tn 



Respectfolli^ bmitted » 



'ANY 




Date: February 3, 2006 
Customer No. 27752 

(Amendmtni-Rf^ponsc to Offic* Acuon-doc) 
Revised 1M8/2005 



/ Signa^ 
TinddvM Bullock. 
Typed or Printed Name 
Registration No. 37,290 
(513)634-0870 
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